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ttFMARKS 

Claims 1-21 were pending at the time of examination. No claims have been 
amended, canceled or added. The applicants respectfully request reconsideration 
based on the foregoing amendments and these remarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C- § 103 
Claims 1, 2, 4-5, 8, 9, 13, 16-17 and 20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Peterson, "3D Studio MAX 2 Fundamentals" (hereinaftet 
"Peterson") in view ofU.S. Patent No. 6,342,892 to Van Hook et aL (hereinafter "Van 
Hook") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,322,448 to Kaku et aL (hereinafter "Kaku ■) » 
view of Foley et al, ''Computer Graphics: Principles and Practice" (hereinafter 
"Foley") and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,214,758 to Ohba et aL (hereafter 
"Ohba"). The Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections. 

The Examiner primarily relies on Peterson's motion blur techniques as 
teaching the limitations of claim 1 relating to the generation and positioning of the 
dummy object. The applicants respectfully disagree 

Claim 1 is directed to a computer-readable storage medium storing a program 
for a video game, which draws an object in a virtual space, and recites inactions to 
make a computer perform the steps of 

receiving object data representing an object at a particular 
instance of a virtual time-space continuum; AlTTmw nhiec± 

generating a dummy object of said object, the dummy object 
having an identical shape of said object, by duplicating said object 

determining a first position of said object and a second position 
of said dummy object so that said dummy object thus generated is 
PoSon^Snd said object and overlaps only in part with said object 
K oCved from a view point, the orientation of said dummy 
nbiect beine the same as that of said object; and 

J dSg, in a digital video frame representing sari instance of 
said virtuaLtiS-space continuum, said object at said ^ Position and 
drawing said dummy object at said second position except for an 
ZS^Ls portionbetieen said object and said ^ 
observer* the view point and wherein the drawing of said dummy 
oblecTb inasecond^htness differ^fromafk^mes, of said 
object, said second lightness being based on said first lightness. 

Some significant point to note are: the object data describes the object's 
appearance at a particular instance in time that can, for example, be rendered as a 
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Peterson discusses 3D a»m*don software, ^particular .«ted<> 
^^ofhcwtoroakcanar^awcar^rcaMcbytocW^^ 

limitations of claim 1 to several reasons. 

First, to "dummy objects" (or We copies") -M-* by N«. » 

r^l.^^Subd i ^ i nPct«r 5 o^454,s=c^^»).«o 

XZ^^ora^^ac.— 

Ja^^objca^br.^foxanobjectWr^ma^ 

si^r^.sc^ot^ir^csof^objectsa^ledatau^t^.to 

frame (or sampling) subs^to to time rendered m - f— ' "T**^ 
mlgeoftoobject As should b,clearftom the above discussion these cop«sdo 

continuum. 

ever, copies of to object as originally appearing in to «— • As 
.^objectttansfonns and object deformarions are reflected when p=rfonmng 

object n.tionblur^^ the only way ~* ^ 
re^on's copies is by malcins torn correspond to objects sailed at 

^ -object is moving w*h a career tr ^ (page 455- FK, 16,0). Bach 
„, to foregoing characteristics suggests that Person's copies are just cop>es of to 
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time-space continuum 

oToees** device hereby * *« ° f * ° 

residual unag transpareacy increasing as the frames 

nrocessed to be semi-transparent, the degree or transp j 

1*-,*-^ — * copies ^«^*«fc-»-»«- fc *' 

F o,ey was cued for— >»^™*™tl? 
» is clear that nehher of toe decree cure A. «W— "* 

caches receive obi*- *» »l— ^"r^ ^ 

Arnmn. The also tt0M rf * elOTOn ' 

obj e«. T.eB^^ad^^t^ueofP^on.VanHcoKKafe-Foiey 

fatten, the &an»er oo»cede S that a. _t fcree of the four steps recced . 

^„«^*«. ^'tr^r 

fifth reference, Ohba, to cure this serious decency andto teach *ese to**™*. 
TheappUe^respee^disagree. Oc.eraUy.Ohbarete.es to an ar^o* 

Ihapepal-. The — aisprod^byani^oWonprocess^s doaa 
ptea]ity ofprevious* sttredfondareental shapes, andtasedonaph-ahty of 

Lied, add* or deiereohy a user. As - he see. h, ^o^ 
obje c t a n d*ed^ob j ectisttesa m eo*a«timepo» C Tl« 1 dT 8 That».for 
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c _ . . rpo the original object and the dummy object 

******* ""C^, e^Tt 1 of arsument- * 
^~^J^^T* ^^mesameshape.itis*-- 
dolose an ordinal object and « ^^edwith Obbato 

obvious, the &tamra«rnustshowa ! n9_^» ^aie 

.reasonable ^pecta*. ""J***^^ 

aUow the fee tuning of the motton of the object * not sum 

-.n-nta Final* the combination of the refe^ 
"^TTh ^if^erepo^e^^meOhbaw^thepreviously^ed 
claimlimaations. Bvenrfttwep of dummy 

■fc-^to--^^^^^*** ^ Mither of the cited 
obiecthav^anideDttolshapeoftheMceiv^object Tlws,ne.tner 

object Having an 1 , k ,.. ™ ™ M ests the limitations discussed 

references, alone or in combmafon, teaches - sugses* * 
abovewttrespecttoclaiml. For a. leas, these reasons, the reject**. 
^ w the art and should be withdrawn. 

obvioasforatleas.there.sonsdis^ssedabove. Moreover, mese dependent danns 

However, in light of the above distinctions in the independent claims, tether 
discussion of the dependent claims is deem=4 unnecessary^ 

Cairns 6 - 8, and 11-20 are independent claims, winch are beheved tobe 

ZTZ^ claims also recHe additional Umn^ons, and are merefore aUowaMe 
^tnJLnsaswelL However, inlight of the ab^ distm^ons n, *e 
independent c^ims, further discussion of the dependents is deemed 
unnecessary. 
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ConcJusioii. 

, ,. ,w „ n ^ 0 fthe sending claims are anticipated by or 
The applicants beheve that none of the pen<ung ofAllowance for 

^ and respectfully requests a Notice ot Auowau 
obvious in vxewofthec^artand ^ beUevethata telephone 

fhis aoolication from the Examiner. Should the uxaimu , . , canbe 

ieKlKda t dl c«l«phonena m b=rs«o«bclow. te 
TkeappBcants bereby petition for •••>» ° f ™77 * 

„ 1» charged » Deposit AccoortNo. 5MM (OrderNo. SIP1P044). 

. BBVBR WEAVER & THOMAS, 



FredrikMolIborn 
Reg. No. 48,587 
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